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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 
This action is in response to Applicant's amendment filed on October 20, 2006. Claims 
1-11 are still pending in the present application. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments, see pages 5-7 of Remarks, filed October 20, 2006, with respect to 
the rejection(s) of claim(s) 1-2, 5-11 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) and claims 3-4 under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) have been fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been 
withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view 
of Nieminen et al. and Lu et al. (claims 1-2, 5-11) and further in view of Helferich (claims 3- 
4) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
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invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

Claims 1-2, 5-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Eloranta (WO 01/60098 Al) in view of Nieminen at al. (WO 02/084985 Al), and further in 
view of Lu et ah (US PGPUB 2002/0009991) 

Consider claim 1. Eloranta discloses a method for deciding whether to intercept a 
telecommunications connection, comprising: 

for an identification detail relating to at least one subscriber of the telecommunications 
connection, checking whether the identification detail is included in at least one identification 
relating to the subscriber to be monitored which is stored in a list; and 

intercepting the telecommunication connection if it is stored in the list (page 5 line 27 - 
page 6 line 19, page 7 lines 26-27, read as a method for monitoring (intercepting) the 
communications of a certain equipment or person, wherein for an identification information 
(preferably MSISDN, IMEI, IMSI) relating to at least one mobile station 1 (figure 1) a check is 
made for matching entry of identification information, which is stored in database 5 (figure 1) 
with interception to be based on any of the parameters stored in the database 5). 
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Although Eloranta discloses the claimed invention, he fails to suggest that the 
identification detail is associated with at least one identification detail abbreviation relating to 
the subscriber. 

However, Nieminen et al. (hereinafter Nieminen) discloses identification detail is 
associated with at least one identification detail abbreviation relating to the subscriber 
(Nieminen; page 6 lines 10-17, page 7 lines 5-27, read as thus the expression "+35 840" specifies 
a group of number all of which begin +35840, such as +3584012345 and +3584098765. This is 
referred to as using wildcards (abbreviations)). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have incorporated the teachings of Nieminen into the method of Eloranta 
in order to reduce the required time for routing and space in the address database (Nieminen; 
page 7 lines 6-12). 

Although, the combination of Eloranta and Nieminen suggests the abbreviation of a 
subscribers' identification, they fail to explicitly define the wildcard as an abbreviation. 

However, Lu et al. (hereinafter Lu) disclose an abbreviation of a subscribers' 
identification (Lu; paragraph 171, read as The IMSI or optionally some abbreviated version of 
the IMSI may be used to uniquely identify a record in the registry). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have 
incorporated the teachings of Lu into the methods of Eloranta and Nieminen in order to 
recognize MS units that are authorized to use resources (Lu; paragraph 171). 

Consider claim 11. Eloranta discloses a device for deciding whether to intercept 
telecommunications connections, comprising: 
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a list of identification detail relating to telecommunications subscribers to be intercepted 
stored in a memory; 

comparison equipment for comparing identification details transferred over a 
telecommunications connection relating to subscribers of the telecommunications connection 
with stored identification detail; and 

decision equipment to initiate the monitoring of a telecommunications connection with at 
least one telecommunications subscriber identified as to be monitored by an identification detail 
(page 5 line 27 - page 6 line 19, read as a legal interception gateway (LIG) 3 (figure 1) to 
monitor (intercept) communication connections, with an identifier data relating to a mobile 
station (figure 1) to be monitored (intercepted) stored in database 5 (figure 1), with matching 
entry means in the database 5 for identification information cooperates over a communication 
connection relating to a mobile station 1 with stored identification information, with the legal 
interception gateway (LIG) 3 to initiate the interception to be based on any of the parameters 
stored in the database 5). 

Although Eloranta discloses the claimed invention, he fails to suggest that the 
identification detail is associated with at least one identification detail abbreviation relating to 
the subscriber. 

However, Nieminen et al. (hereinafter Nieminen) discloses identification detail is 
associated with at least one identification detail abbreviation relating to the subscriber 
(Nieminen; page 6 lines 10-17, page 7 lines 5-27, read as thus the expression "+35840" specifies 
a group of number all of which begin +35840, such as +3584012345 and +3584098765. This is 
referred to as using wildcards (abbreviations)). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have incorporated the teachings of Nieminen into the device of Eloranta 
in order to reduce the required time for routing and space in the address database (Nieminen; 
page 7 lines 6-12). 

Although, the combination of Eloranta and Nieminen suggests the abbreviation of a 
subscribers' identification, they fail to explicitly define the wildcard as an abbreviation. 

However, Lu et al. (hereinafter Lu) disclose an abbreviation of a subscribers' 
identification (Lu; paragraph 171, read as The MSI or optionally some abbreviated version of 
the IMSI may be used to uniquely identify a record in the registry). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have 
incorporated the teachings of Lu into the devices of Eloranta and Nieminen in order to recognize 
MS units that are authorized to use resources (Lu; paragraph 171). 

Consider claim 2 and as applied to claim 1. Eloranta, Nieminen, and Lu disclose a 
method wherein the identification detail abbreviation is part of an identification detail relating to 
a mobile subscriber number (Eloranta; page 5 line 27 - page 6 line 19, page 7 lines 26-37, 
Nieminen; page 6 lines 10-17, page 7 lines 5-27, Lu; paragraph 171). 

Consider claim 5 and as applied to claim 1. Eloranta, Nieminen, and Lu disclose a 
method wherein the identification detail abbreviation is part of a telecommunications terminal 
identification (Eloranta; page 5 line 27 - page 6 line 19, page 7 lines 26-37, Nieminen; page 6 
lines 10-17, page 7 lines 5-27, Lu; paragraph 171). 
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Consider claim 6 and as applied to claim 1. Eloranta, Nieminen, and Lu disclose a 
method wherein the telecommunications connection is routed over a mobile radio network and/or 
fixed network and/or the Internet (Eloranta; page 5 lines 10-25). 

Consider claim 7 and as applied to claim 1. Eloranta, Nieminen, and Lu disclose a 
method wherein the checking is undertaken by equipment of a telecommunications network over 
which the telecommunications connection is routed or by equipment connected to it (Eloranta; 
pages 6 lines 8-19). 

Consider claim 8 and as applied to claim 1. Eloranta, Nieminen, and Lu disclose a 
method wherein the interception is undertaken by official equipment (Eloranta; page 5 lines 27 - 
page 6 line 6). 

Consider claim 9 and as applied to claim 1. Eloranta, Nieminen, and Lu disclose a 
method wherein identification details are checked when a connection is set up (Eloranta; page 6 
lines 8-19). 

Consider claim 10 and as applied to claim 1. Eloranta, Nieminen, and Lu disclose a 
method wherein identification details of telecommunications subscribers are checked on 
transmission of data packets over a telecommunications connection (Eloranta; page 5 lines 10- 
25). 

Claims 3-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Eloranta 
(WO 01/60098 Al) in view of Nieminen at al. (WO 02/084985 Al), in view of Lu et al. (US 
PGPUB 2002/0009991) and further in view of Helferich (US Patent 6,826,407). 
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Consider claim 3 and as applied to claim 1. Eloranta, Nieminen, and Lu disclose the 
claimed invention except wherein the identification detail abbreviation is part of an e-mail 
address. 

However, Helferich discloses a method wherein an identification detail abbreviation is 
part of an e-mail address of a telecommunications subscriber (abstract, column 9 lines 34-49, 
read as the replay address may be an e-mail address or an abbreviated e-mail address that is 
associated with an e-mail address stored at the IMG 150. It is also noted from the abstract that 
this invention does in fact relate to a mobile communication device for receiving visual messages 
(e-mails)). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have incorporated the teachings of Helferich into the methods of Eloranta, 
Nieminen, and Lu in order to be able to monitor all possible transmissions of information. 

Consider claim 4 and as applied to claim 3. Eloranta, Nieminen, and Lu, and Helferich 
disclose a method wherein the identification detail abbreviation is a domain name or a part of a 
domain name in an e-mail address of a telecommunications subscriber (Helferich; column 9 lines 
34-49). 

Conclusion 



Any response to this Office Action should be faxed to (571) 273-8300 or mailed to: 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



Hand-delivered responses should be brought to 
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Customer Service Window 
Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Christopher M Brandt whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
1098. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30a.m. to 5p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nick Corsaro can be reached on (571) 272-7876. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist/customer service whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
2600. 




Christopher M. Brandt 
C.M.B./cmb 
November 17, 2006 





